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ABSTRACT -

"

- g During the early decades of social science in the
United States, the strong applied emphasis in sociology and the
mutual interest of sociology and social work in social reform made
these disciplines nearly indistinguishable. The dissolution in 1909

' of ®he American Social Science Association began a period of '
divergence between the two disciplines that continued until recent
decades, when the two disciplines began converging again. The trend
in undergraduate education today toward applied sociology curricula ,
should increase the advantages of cooperatiéon for both sociolegy and
"social work. For example, social work students will be more effective’
practitionens if they are exposed to sociological theories and
concepts that-.can be translated into terms usable in social work
practice. Four obstacles to cooperation are conceptions of ~ -

differences between the two disciplines, overlapping intérests of the
two disciplines which blur.disciplinary boundaries, competition for
‘students, and departmental politics which impede cooperation in
combined departments. Alternative paths to cooperation include -
merging applied sociolegy and social work into a single program, g .
making social work courses available as. options for applied sociology
students, and incorporating social work courses as electives “in the
applied sociology program. (RM) - - - ™ 0
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Pfobab}y the most ;mpattant trend in uﬁde:gfad ate s@ciolagyfeduzgtiaﬁ

tggay is thg_;lsiﬁg popularigijdf appiied gécialcgy curricgla_b One important

issue- ln;the desi gn and 1mplemEﬁEatiaﬁ of appl;ed curfiﬁ la that so far has

received little a:;antion is the télatianship’bgtVEén applled sacialagy and’
. 7 i B R : .

other disciplines that use knowledge developed by sociologists. Social

2

wgfk ig éspéciéily impartant in this :eg ard because of, the historically .

wark. Més;:sgcial w@tk programs originated: in sociology depargments and

many are still lecated iq Eﬂmhiﬁéﬂ‘ﬂéﬁaffmenﬁs with sgzialcgy. The over-

1éppingiEQﬁEEﬁﬂé of socia 1 work and applied sociology LﬂCEEESE .the thEﬂtlal
: S Ve )

céntributigﬂs of SDElal work to applled sociology pfﬁgtags, At the same

N £ s = =
tlme, CONCerns over EDEPEtlﬁléﬁ angrd sci

plina:y identity make social work

a pétenﬁialﬁEDUfce of éppositién_gquthe development of applied sccialpgy

4

)

. prograems. T -

T "In ‘the followi g pages 1 will fevi

m:

2y the historieal relaticnéhip ‘

between, social werk and sociology (especially with regard to undergraduate -
B ' - - & L
education), the potential benefits of cooperation between undergraduate "

n these two dis¢ipiiﬁes; obstacles to EUEh cooperation, and

.

progtams

alternative ways of coordinating 5@21a1 work content w1th applied saglalngy

programs. _ b

- HISTORICAL TRENDS , )

B .
' Disciplinary Trends T :f
—,—% , B . r_:s'"
During the early décades of social science in the United States, a
. *?: . h - ' .

close relationship gxisted between the disciplines of socidlogy and social

work. The strong applied emphasis in séciglcgy_aﬁé the mutual interest

of sociology and social work in social reform made these disciplines -



-

oL . , L, ' ‘ . . 2
) e w : . : 7
-z = 5

ﬁearly 1ﬁdl. iﬁg shable (Hunsgﬂ, 1979 612* ngen, 1981 35). Thé dissolu-

B

tion in 1909 bf the American Sccial Sciencg Assaélgtlan began a péflad of

» divétg'nce batwagg«the tﬁn disciplines that cﬂntlnued untll recent . decades.

Althaugh ‘the 1920'5 and 1§3D s pr@duced some cgliabcfat1an betwéan

.saéial warkefs and go iologists in the study of social pfgblems‘(Queen,

-1981:36), by 1940 divergsnt trends in sociology and social work had

cregted a sharp separatisn between the disciplines. Sociologists Egphag
sized basic research in_an effort to establish =c .2logy ag are pectable

scientific discipline within the university. 'iﬁﬁ_al warﬂefg

[

with establishing social work as a profession, emphasized casewsrk and the

. 4
psychoanalytic approach. o o S
In recegf decades tze disgiplinés pff sociology ani;sa;ial.wgfk have
bgea ganvéfgiﬁg once agaiq. "‘Since the iQSD's sacial-wcfkersghave placed
’ ggaiﬂQfESSEd emphasis on the rglévaﬁce of sociology and other social
| sciences for saciﬁl work education and praéfice (Coyle, IQSSé,Heygt; et al.,
’1957 Heraud, 1970; Kamafman, Et ali, 1973; Meﬁn , 1979; Leighninger

and ‘Leighninger, IQBD) The recent Eevlval of interest in applied

-sociology shﬂuld regult 1n sociological theory and ‘conce pts that are more

.

closely related'to the lev 1 of prac ctice, further enhangihg‘the value of"

sociology r soeial workers. At the same time, this renewed concern with

3

practical applicationg will increase the \relevance of social work for

sociology. . (
4 ' - .
Trends inﬁUndergraduaté Education -
In general, relationships between sociology and soglai work in under
graduate education have been closger aﬂd more stable than thé GVEfall re-

1a§££ﬁship between the disciplines. Bfamley and Weed* (1978) de ribe the

historical relationship between sociology and social work in undergraduate

7/

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



Edﬁcsﬁlan as an "ugé} S liand s, ﬁﬁicﬁ social work éouréég égréitagghf
wi tﬁ n SﬁElQiﬂgy‘dE' L 135 earlyﬁﬂécadésiéf»thé iWEﬁtiégngégtuny
m@gt s§gi§17ﬁaék c ' ri cer:  im saglaiagy caufses-—sudh as ;a;lal |
problem s sééigl r o, .zéigpplieﬂ sgeiaiggy%(Eraéléy and Weed,
1978:i59); Later al = ff;tﬁés became a'giééfly idenﬁifiéd-aﬁd N

si gnlflcant ;Gmp‘ o ai;gy«%uffigulgg ‘A study Qﬂééu:téd in 1941
fégﬁd that 2§;£L : S qafb publlc welfafé and child welfare

together accountec i gf‘?llléﬁﬁigﬁ offerings in sociology departments

(Kennedy and*Kéhﬁﬁg:: EERS I !Whéﬂ this study was fépliéated in 1957, these ' .
courses still accounted for BZ% Qf_éll course offerings in. sociology (Podell, -
et al., 1959). -A surve?~@f'sméli,1iberal arts colleges in 1963 found' that

60% of the sociology departmé s rsurveyed offered a course' in social Vﬁrk

(Gates, 1969).
The "alliance" was étéﬁle because it sérvé&fth% interests of both.

sociology and social jwork. Sociolegy was provided with F'vocatiénal;y -

oriented option for its uédergfaduatg students, while social work benefited

by having a secure place in the university with an established libetal.

arts discipline. This arrangement became less advantagéous to -social work,
5 g - = : Tod

however,” as undergraduate social work education moved toward profession alizas

tion (Bromley and Wééd,‘19782175)g iImpé:tant steps in the EEEﬁd tcwéfd -
\ # N \x
ionalization were EEF 1967 EUidel nes of the Cauncll on Socia 13 ork*

e

o

profes

w

WE) that allowed colleges and universities to have app:ﬂﬁeﬂﬁd

w

Education (C
. undergraduate prégfamé and m&mbership‘in the CSWE; the Exﬁensiﬂﬁ of full-‘*
membershlp rights to gr aduates of, CSHE approved bacealaureata pragfams by '

the Naﬁlanal Association of Social erkers in 1970, -and the implémentatlan

af acéredltatlanlstandards for baccalaureate programs in squalzwafk by the
CSWE im 1974 (Bromley and Weed, 1978:176-177). . CoTe
. . : . . By '
- . ‘ E L i
v, . - .
. * :j - )
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Several revi iQﬁS‘WEfE made in CSWE guideli &8 be 'wéen 1967 and 19?4
thar had the effect of weaken;ng thg relatlgn5h1p bEﬁWééﬁ saclalggy aﬂd

*

sacial wark in the=undergtaduate curr;culumi Dne such thangexis that tﬁen;
Y . =

g:idellnes be:ama 1an2351ngly restrictive regafdlng the issue of Eantral

b? saclal work faculty over currlzulum planning and 1mplem2ﬁtat1ﬂn (Bfomley
e o . N
2ad Hegd '1978:177-178). Th;s concérﬁ with autonomy is largely responsible
. /far a dramatic decline

i

- s 1

n the percentage of undergraduate social work pro-

=

grazs” that are located in social sciencé depattments, and a corrésponding

= -

i
#

i:::ease in gutanamaug social work departments: In 1967; 847% of CSWE-

a:ptaved undafgfadu ~gocial work p ogr housed Wlthlﬂ sgeial

szience departments, usually sociology((Dolgonff, 1979: 24) In 1979 a

\H‘
%
o
o
i
L
i

sample of 22 EEEfEdiEéé programs included 23% that were “hous &
. C \ :

*szience departments, with the remainder being housed in social ,work de- -
® B H . . . “ )
Eaf;mgncé ér’wiﬁh_graduatexszhoa,saéf social w@rk (Leighﬂinger and’

’ L%ighﬁiﬁgéf,»lQéDEiiBT; CSWE guidelines alsa became more: permissive

\ ;gat@i g the, teaching of saz;al ‘sciénce content by social work faculty.
a
Tais ;QntrlEuEEd “fo a shift in requlred saelal sclenge credit Hours from

% -

-+ social science diﬁclpllpes ‘to- social wa:k:(;eigh,i g and‘Lgighninger;

o = LT s
E . o R : . =
. .

, 1380:115-117). ' o

" Aithcugh undergfaduat socialagy aﬁd s'ﬂiél work® currlcula have been

L]

diverging in

‘the trend toward appl;ed socio 1,gy cufricula

,:l
H
T
g
]
~]
(ad
LN
o
\ﬂl-’i

szould increase the advantagesraf“c&aperatlnn for both sgéialagy and social

u

work. Social work stuéénts 'will be more effective. practitio oners

[

if they
are expaéed to sociological theories aﬁd’;ancgﬁts that can be tfanslatea :

L4 i . F

- . . v : P o ) . : .
\~ iato terms usable in social work practice. To the 'extent that applied

aw-

“sociology programs make sociologists more sensitive to the issue 6f the

zapliecability of sagigiégica} co ncep;s and theary, social wafk students
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will® find "Ztl‘;e Asaeialgg‘y caurseé tﬁéy'take to bé;‘j'-’mzi:e uséfulfé‘ them. . Studen;s

in ,ppl;é*/saclalagy pfagrams alsa can bénefit frgzzﬂpasure ‘to the discipli,

™

= =, 8

- + 5 ’
QE gocial ﬁmrk_ ﬁSBE;§1 wr:ﬂ;ers are more, exper:teﬁced regaz‘d;ng lssues f?{ated .

X-' A -~ i =
to pragtlgga SlﬁEE maﬁy baeealaureate level appl:.ed sacrology graduates
4 d !d. . [}
F ¥
will f;nd amplaymenl; in ﬂg:upatlcns dlréctly Ecneerned w;th practlce, sgclal
work courses are an effective g@ﬁplgmgqg to\ a) ?1 ed sogialagy;cutfizﬁla;g ;
) & - L. LA ﬁ .) - P . .
. EN GESTAC:LES TO CGDPERA‘I‘IQN :
H "‘ H - B ’ igg’ = - ’ = * N
Despﬁz’e the .advantages af eluser gaapgfatlan between app‘lied sociology

and sm:;a- m:érk in undergradu;ate Educatiﬂﬁ, a numbef of .obstac 1 =5 Mmay pre-

F
i

vent this from occurying., Fqur potential Qbstaeles are’ idéntigfied below,
= * ! A e s
& # =

.arranged Irom genera

H

1 to specific. First, overestimation -of the differénées

" between dzsg;plinés-mayﬂleadasaciﬁlag;sts aﬁd,%ﬂéiél workers to discount
3 : n

. thg., value of :QDpEfatlan.: -Gn the Bthéf hand, récognitian of the over— = .

. 1ép?iﬁg izterests of appl;ed scélalﬂgy and social work’ may ‘blur dis’::lpl;— .

.

o

related t: this pclnt 15 a third obstacle - EGmpEtltan between applled -
50 clggy and gocial war?f pgagfams Enr students. Finally, depgr_’tméntal

politics pay }mpeég EDQPEf, ien bg\:wgen EPplle:%?s’éciOlﬁg}; and social, work . =
programs. in cgmbinedag departments. to 2 E |
. Pfévgiling cgﬂc‘épti;ns of the d:,iffeiféng;es,bagween sgcial’c::giy and social
»work ofte: ar :an'cbsﬁaélé to closer CG@pEFéE;LDﬁ. Qve;fémphasfis i;f dis-

ences may lead sociologists or social wOfkéf‘;S to regard

%pl inary diff
& \ ’ . ,E : -

as relat; ely unimportant the potential contributions that the other
;— N s » 5 3 i. ) - = ’ x-. s )
disciplin: can make to their own. The difference between sociology and

social wosk has been described as"'{iﬁgﬁce vs. practiqe"” (e.g. Greenwood,
1955) or ‘s;ience 8. ar’t“i (e.g. McInver, 1931). Thus, Heraud (1;970:27-"2)

notes the: some gsocial workers regard the scientific”approach of sociology

& ’ 4 o ) !_,‘ ‘

i
L]
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- S %E;

as 1ncampaﬁ1b1é wizh What Ehey see ag Eh artistic quality of social work:

3

Li k ;iSE; Shi?e: ( TE 109) ngtes Eha s0 ElDnglStE aften pldce a law

& &

. wvalue éﬁwprag'leé.isufse »and devalue gantribut;ans to- pragtlée. as com=

pared with scholarly publlcatlans_ Althﬁugh such Eﬁncéptlaﬁs of disciplinary
differences are st‘ll qu;%e popular, they afe becgmihg more tempered. For. - -
; : a
,example, Leighningéf, et al. (1974) argue that the "science vs. art’

-

tomy is inaccurate; although sociolo y-aﬁd_s@gialngfk may differ in the

»

extent to which thz7 emphasize sgient;fic and practical concerns, each

discip}ine ultimétg;y is éoﬁgernéﬁ with bﬁthgr Future 53velﬂpméﬂtéa£

applied sociology _ay blur thisgéisﬁincﬁlan évéﬁ m@ré; resulting in a

greater facﬁgnitié; of the éutgal ;n;efests aof gocioclogy }pafticularly
- = 2 N v s

applied sociology) ané;sécial~wafk.- _ ’ =

The realizatizz that appl%éﬂ sociology and social work have over-

lapping interests :z-eates problems of deflnlng the ‘boundaries af appli

&

socielogy. 'and socizl workg Thus, I have absgrved 1n my caaversaticﬂs with

social workers aba=_ applled sociology that the first questions asked tend
z = 3 : 1] R Lad .
to be "What is applied soa;alogy? and "How is that dlfferent from social |

= L

wdtk?" Un Eély, there may be no satisfactory answer to the latter .

guestion, :at léast with régard to undétgfaduste education; Most of the _

differences cited zetween applied sociology and social work revolve around

the relative emphasis on scientifie and ﬁtaciical concerns cited earlier.

=
(See Greenwood, 1935, for an elaboration of thege dlffErEﬂEEE ') However,
this distinction is not very useful for differentiating baccalaureate-level

<
. &
graduates of applisd sociology and,so;iél work programs; both are likely to
be invalvedéﬁainlj in practice. QfEEf differences could be noted- ~for.
. R 3 N = - -

ample, the stromzer iﬁtéraiséiﬁl inary gmph3515 in ‘undergradyate 'social

\I'EI‘

wark édugétigﬁ and the broader range of contexts in which graduates of

& . : ’ T . : °
4 . . B
. . e - : f
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applied gociology programs are likely to be emplay’d——buz these’ may not be

very :nginiing\ta sogl wofkéfsi Thus, Munson (1979 619)" ngtes, "Sociolo~

-

J

this is beizz done with 1i ie or no 1nput fram scclal WDrkErS\k

This c:@méntgillustrate » close connection betwden the issies of
disciplinarr baundafies!aﬂd QJ%PEtiEiQﬂ for students. éocial gogkéts often
- < - ! .
suspect tha: applied so¢{ology ﬁr@gfams are~fittle more than a!dévige to
,1uté séﬁdEﬂzs to soci lagy with prggraés that are not gubstaptlally iffetentr
from social work, and péfhéps not as riggerous. Gf course, ‘there is more

=
- .

than a graiz of truth in th, petcept;an* sociologists genefally do view

applied sociology programs as a way of “attracting students (Méuksch, 1983:
. [l , . .
314). On tze other hand, sociologists uffist be careful to communicate to
socigl workers that applied sociology is a legitimate, traditional concern
e ) g ' o e
7 in sociologz. (- % : .

designing tte applieﬂ sociology program in such a way as to miﬂiigge ”Erlap.
For example, Karlstrom (1983:8) notes that one particularly SEﬂSiEiVE é;es

for social vorkers is the "micro” level of practice. Consequently, N
Eid ' T g
sociologists wishing to avoid,conflict with social work would be well- A

-t

a%ylsed to steer clear of counseling and other individual-level applica-
tions. An Emphasls on research meth g8 .in the applied s%ciélggy program -

]

is, 1likely tc bé less threatening teo social workers, as are other emphase

of a clearls s6¢io 1agltal nature. As these suggestions indicate, dealing
with the pr:blem,of c@mpétitiam;aigé helps Eo_fésnlﬁe the problem of dis-

ciplinary b:undaries--if not in~an absolute sense, at least in terms of

3
establishinz an-understanding of how the partl ular applied sociology and
social work programs differ from each other. -

ERIC
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‘fessionalization of dee:g:aduate soe;al work edugat;on has been the -

" between sociologists d saclal wcrkers in \:Dmblned departments is a by-
4§

‘ o o . B . ’ . ) . . L " " .
Departmental: politics is the fourth type of obstacle to cooperation

¥

between sa:iolagy_aﬁé social work. Earlier I mentioned that the pro-

‘principal factor in tié breakdown of the traditignal “’lllaﬁce between
.sociology aﬁd SEElal work in unﬂergfsﬂuate Educatiag. However, professional=

ization has had a deszabilizing impact largely because thé!patﬁgfnjgf

accomodations between 'sociology and social work that were developed in the

traditional alliance were incompatible with the trend toward professionalism.
"Departmental politics" in the present context, then, refers to patterns of

accomodation in combized sociology/social work departments that inhibit tHe -

autonomy and growth of académlc programs in one of thé disciplines- (usually
social work). Althouzh the following discussion {i most pertinent* for com-

bined department’s, it also has some :é}evaneé for other administrative

= * ¥

Shimer (1977:109) notes that, to a certain extent, recent conflict
pr@duet'of the growth of social work. As social work expands relative

to sociology, saciélagy faculty are reluctant to give social work the

‘autonomy it needs to develop. Instead, sociologists may engage in

practices bordering o exploitation as théy seek to protect their own

position, often at the expense of social work, Such pra:tl es are made

more likely by the tendency for socioleogists to be more numerous and to

~- . i
hdave more senior status than social workers in combined departments. Another
factor contributing EG;EéﬁfliCt batween sociologists am secial workers in

znmblﬁaiéa rtments +is the ﬂlfféféﬁt logie of professional and liberal arts

educatlan (Brﬂm1§§'and wged 19?8:179).L For Examplei hiring, pfamotion,;and_

tenure criteria may not take seriously the notion af a "EEfmlﬁal M.5.W.

L . L3
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-ﬁlcn,fand the jugtificatian for credit h&ﬁ%s andifélease timé-provid;d for

vided the sa:;al work pragram w1th reg;fd to:curriculum matters. Th

(Sh;mer, 197? 111) Fn addition, saclalgglsts may have lgttle uﬁdersta nding
of the 1mpartanﬁe of agency :nntacts,' field EQErdlnaElGﬂ; field instruc- ;

s
PO

13 warth nazlng that such mis-

ities (Shiﬁer 19?7 :10 9).

m.uu

thesge cti

-Ic
underszaﬁdiﬁgs should be less 11kel fﬁ ég: in-d epafEEEnts w1th applled
. . = 1

sociology pfégtgmskzdue!ta the @veflapﬁing concerns Of apglléd éé:iglcgy
and social work. T 7

~. Two pagtigularly important problen areas in'combined departments are
,. . . ] f . . . : - : » ] B . i P
the visibility of the social work ﬁrbgram:and the degrée of autonomy pro-
) my |

M

; i . . .
v151b111ty of the smocial work ptagram is'often less than it would be.in an
' - L - - ,{ - C .
autonomous department. For example, "social work" may not be included in

tle of the department, social worx courses may not be listed sepa-

o

he t

I~

-

-ately in the{university cat alague, anc transe ipts may not differentiate

'betwegen sociology and social wnrk gradLates (Bramléy and Weed 1978:183;

Shimer,.1977:111). Iﬁ aédltlan, contrel by social work faculty over the-
) T L
ocial work curriculum often’is EQEFEOEiSEdalﬁ combined d artments.

iy

ology faculty may attempt to “gashEiﬁ".aﬁ the papulafitj of soctal
i R . L

e,

SE:

work by manlpulatlng the 5aclal wark Eerlculum Eg 1nclude k= 1afger numbér

of sociology coursges than may be dEEleﬂ by saclal work’ faculty (Shimer,
) s,

1977:111). . .

Shimer (1 7:110) notes ,hat there is a lot of variation-in the extent

to which these problems characteri zevécjbinag.départmenbs; Because they
are frequent sources of gonflict, héﬁevég, sééial@gists in combined depart-
ments would be well-advised to asgess tnese factors %efafe iﬁpiemeniiﬂg
. ., - 0 -
applied é;:ialégy curfigulaig Dﬁhéfﬁise, thgre is a éanger that the apé&ied

ol =

n,
B

sociology program may Exaeefbatéiconfllct dnd increase the pressure toward

‘a departmental split. WBile a dépaftnégtal split may relieve tensions
stemming from depatt méntal p olitics, it is not likely to faciljtate greater
.cooperation with social work. Lo ! ;
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undergradugte programs in applled sociology ‘and social work. ‘VDﬁéfalfefna;"‘”

]

tiVEiWQUIﬂ bg‘t'!mer e applied saz olngy and .social wark 1nta a single

prcgfam (Karls:rdm, 1983 8).. . Thls approaﬁh would fit in with what some

scholaPs sze és a need for a éigSEf égﬁvefgenee between the disgiplines -

of sociolozy énd social ?@fk;;achaiklin (1974:106), for Example,\suggests

= . . . -
=

"+ that éc:iaiggy and social work wauld‘b@th‘benéfit ffomthe :reat;an of a

" .hybrid diszipline. (He also suggests that clinical sggiﬁlggy‘miéht be

. S . . * - g . \

“an appropriate candidate f@f Sugh a hyb:fd diéciplige.) ‘Perged programs .

- ‘ : e A . :
would maxizize ,nteractian between faculty and .students 'in the two dig— |

Ea

ClpILﬂES aad wguld halp to~ tfansgend the 1lm1tatlans of appl;ed SQCLDIDgY

nd soecial work pragrams.; However, it is uni ely that this approach

]

will becof= pcpula% in the forseeable future:. Social Work has become
committed to pfaduging professional social workers at the undergraduate
level, and it wou 1 be difficult to obtain CSWE :accreditation for such s

prcgfa@s. In addition, SQQLGIGglstE as well as social .workers would

be troubled by the blurring of dlSElpllﬂafy Bnundafigs and the difficuity

4

of Cfeaﬁlﬂg identlflcatlaﬁ w1th the patgnt disciplines in merge

‘Another 1 rﬁst;ve is ta make soclal wark :nurses available as

[

fgr;éxamﬁle, incorporates minors as tracks w1th1n the SDElQngY majar and

and group home treatmeﬂt' and. adult prabatlan, pafale, halfvay houses and

4

prisons. Unfnrtunately, hawevet; minors in saclal wark sreégften unavail-

able. Eécause the pflmafy gaal of EGClal wafk edn Dﬂ i= .to preduce

¥ -

‘professional. sécial workers ‘and a minor in’ saéial wark will not provide a

j- - [
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